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1. Source met Subject da 9 Bee 1966 , at 11*40 hre at the 
corner of 1st Avenue and 45th Street ,lt*f*C* Subject was Introduced 
to Source by Ress as prearranged* Originally Source was to meet 
PAVLYCHKQ as well j at the lobby of the United Nations } but owing to 
SottP«e'o delayed «rrl«l «d a phoa. «U PAVLYCHKO had K «* , j 

according to Rosa who went to the lobby alone* he managed to get out 
Subject without F. On the way to Source , Subject ashed Bose whether 
he was taking him to Source and Ross confirmed It* 

After the introduo tied • Subject ashed whether Source was working 
in same of fioe as Roes and ^urdeosnfiwwitfit .Subject agreed te leash 
with Source and Sosa but pointed out that he had not much time at his 
disposition* Before 15*50 he was to be at the Public Library at 42nd 
Street to see Kalanckuk , and at 14*50 he will meet with PAVLYCHKO 
at the Mission* 

Subject was treated with-dmink and lunch at Sohra^% at 51at Street. 

Ross kept company at thf.Iunch and ^idtolclt Subject and Source alone* 

At 14*15 Subject audSodrde left the" restaurant and at 14,25 Subject 
boated his bus for the Mission* HO hi^^ed^'ift^.the. meantime from his going 
/JFabfic Library* •- 

2* On the way to the restaurant Source asked Subject how did he 
like Ukrainian New fork* His reply* he liked young people he met 
in New York but he did not like the old generation* 

Asked to tell what exactly he liked or disliked Subject stressed 

the following* ? t 

a/ the young generation* particularly . the poets and writers ' 
group, were doing positive work by creating within American allien 
Ukrainian cultural values which advan#ed ; ||W^^ gendnH and fr. hu, f» 

promoted good Ukrainian name. . C ~ ,7 
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These valuta are appreciated alao in the Ukraine. The main thing* 

&4r>Crrt 

however, is that they contribute to^cttltural treasures and thus 
promote Ukrainian interest without being politlcallyvinvolv ad. 

Thia non-involvement in emigre polittisn was essential because it 
helped them also te see things realistically and have a healthier 
approach to the problems of Soviet Ukraine* 

b/ Subject's dislike of elderly generation & based in 
what he has read and seen here in the States* It is not conditioned 
by the fact that he stands ideologically on completely opposite 
positions. No, not that he took into consideration try his appraisal of 
elderly emigre generation* What he meant was the criterion of 
quality and depth, or rather of greatness, which he did not find* 

There are no personalities that would impress him by their profound 
qualities, except for Dmytro DONTSOV, with whom he does not agree 
politically but has to admit that he is a personality* 

In this respect the emigration is poor* ^ 

Subject did not want to say whom he read beside DONTSOV and 
whom he talked to, and Gourde suggested thnt under the circumstances 
perhaps they could talk about fcfcs political leaders in the Ukraine* 
Source asked him whether in his opinion there are personalities of 
high caliber in the Ukraine and who they are* Subject kept silent. 
Source reiterated his question but Subject did not reply again. 

Then SourOe suggested that he wps goj ng te help Subject and 
mentioned SKHYPNYK, VOLOBUEY and thtir alike in 1920's . In other words 
Source would like to know if there were people like them nowadays 
in the Ukraine not as muchXij^their political concepts but primarily 
of their caliber* After a while Subject replied that there are no such 
people* But this was a result of general development of Ukrainian 
affairs | in his opinion " we are in a crisis on the whole", " we don't 
have what we should have and the reason for that lies in objective 

I 

historical circumstances"* Not only the emigration but indeed, there 
in the Ukraine , they are j p aj t. also lacking in great personalities* 

* Subject uses "political" in the sense of "non-party" * , A . 


1 *. 


But on the other hand it did not only apply id the Ukraine. Things stood 
bad "all over". 

3. The very first thing Sab jest did at the table was his 
declaration of a sort whieh mtunded like thfcfk t 

" I think I should tell you at enoe that our conversation wontt be such 
as ....well , such .you knew... becauss . you know. I an hero in an 
official capacity. I am a Soviet Ukrainian diplomat. This is first. 
Secondly, you are frog Prolog, an crganleatioa of whieh I , you know, 
well, you know. X do not approve, because of your political activities. 
And thirdly, I don't approve of your announcements about the trials and 
arrests in the Ukraine, well, and moreover, you aade a statement against 
no attacking me for ay statements at the Sound Table Club". 

Source replied that he did net want to talk to him as^t Soviet 
diplomat though he did net siad it; but above all he wanted to talk with 
Subject, ash Ukrainian with another Ukrainian, and he was sure that 
under the olreuaataaee* , there was a lot to he talked about between 
the two Ukrainians regardless of their opposite political and ideological 
positions. 

As to Subject's attitude to Prologue Source would like to know 
what he had against it in particular. Also what was wrong with Prolog's 
activities and announcements about the trials in the Ukraine* 

"Well « Subject started in his usual way - you know that Prolog 
is being financed by Aaerlcahs and the American Intelligence supports 
Lebed ", lie was told about Mr Lebed's co-operation with American 
Intelligence not only by thgpeeple in Kiev bit alas hero in New York, 
by emigres. And it was obvious even from the fact that whereas other 
emigre organizations were Chert of money the Prolog had enough 
financial means to do what Ju I was doing* As to Prolog's announcements 
and activities in this respect ( he as referring to the trpals in the 
Ukraine) Subject thought they werd not good, btecaueethey were not 
dome properly, they were too simplified , " well , you know..." 

"And on the whole we don't want to have anything to do with emigre » 
politico, we want to co-operate with people like PRISSAK ,SHEVELOV, the 
Now Yorker group aso". 
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In his replfr Source denied Prolog** and Mr Lebed's co-operation 
with American Intelligence and any support on tho part of tha letter 
and suggested that ho did not Bind Subject would have a better look 
at f inane 00 of Ukrainian organisation# to aoe for himeelf how tho 
tyhings stood* Incidon tally, Source personally would like Ukrainian 
organisations to ho mueh bettor off , and would not mind if American 
foundations and cultural and other organisation would giro a real 
help to Ukrainians* Source would go oven further , namely, he would not 
aind Ukrainians having their friends in the American Intelligence 
and the US Government just as he would wish to have such friends 
On Semichastnyi's staff , if not Sesiohastnyi himself h e added 
jokingly - and in the Soviet government in Moscow* Source mentioned 
Lenin's affairs abroad, Parvus, etc* Subject listened and did not 
comment* Then Source said that Prolog’s activities should be judged 
by their merits and their purpose and he doubted Subject had anything 
against then as a Ukrainian , and a UkrAnian poet and cultural 
activist. 

" But your annouanaeft^^ldd presentation of, recent trials la 
too siaple, it is not right " - Subject inter jectod. 

Source wanted to know what was wrong in then and what was to bo 
corrected, he would indeed bpghly appreciate his adWlse* l 

" Then * half jokingly, half sorlooly Subject replied -I would 
havo to sit at * table in Prolog* 

Source said that he would /always welcome though he prpbdAy sane 

An \ 

saw his place in the Ukraine where he has to fulfil hie mn ir» but 
still he could give this good advise also here* What's more it was his 
duty. Further on, Source reproached Subject and his /like foBJy&elpinf 
Prolog and emigration la general in their efforts to help themselves 
in the Ukraine. Source had no doubt that not only SVITL2CHNT and others 
benefited from the fatt Prolog brought up the news about the trials 
but actually he himself ( Subject) owed his trip to New York to 
Prolog's action. 






” It wa a net only that * Subject interjected - things were 
such more complicated. 1 did ail I could and I did a lot but I can't tell 
you anything, because you know...” ”W#11, I know one thing, my way » 
the way I have chosen la the right eae , and I would only Jeopardiae 
my position, my chances, and ay work hy doing what you suggest”. 

" I can't have anything to do with yot, I have to hold with my people, 
there in the Ukraine, and I don't know why you think you helped 
SVIXLTCHNT , I helped him toof you know la case o f DANIEL and SINIAVSKI 
the uproar abroad only hurt them and induced the Judge to give them 
higher sentences”. ” I am met eayiag gear uproar abroad hurt 
Svitlyehay but 1 want to stroma that % and my friends helped him too.” 

( N.B, Later on in the tcte«*^iete conversation Subject said that 
”of course, what you did helped very much Svitlyehay* 5 . 

Subject described the way ”he has chosen” as that of 

co-operation with the regime saying that this was the only realistic 

policy at the present as Contrary to wkafc ethers were attempting* 

( This was a reference to these who shared the vidfc of the arrested.) 

Above all he wants to be a poet, an artldt and a great one. 

* 

Replying to Source's remarks and questions, Subject stressed that 
he was aware of the fact that this was a game he had to play with 
very clever people. But he was not alone and his friends were not 
among the literati only* He, he agreed with Source that a KGB captain 
could finish them all ?Mme. day should they not have proper strength 
in party and KGB circles. But today ,he has friends in the KGB , in 
the party , and everywhtre in power positions. 

Who are these people? Apart from the fact that he sees Source for the 
first time and he is from Prolog, ho would never tell Source their 
names. But he cah assure him that there are enough geo pie in the KGB 
and the party to Justify his decision to do common things with them 
for Ukrainian people and ***** ***** policy will be successful. 


C w 


c 


T.'- source's reamrk that he did not disaprove of "evolutionary 
path" but that this path had to have realistic elements and be based 
not on deception or wishful illusions , a&§ f £ au&e 3f#Sp^ c fet?5nffth 

and political sofistication many whb tried it before had failed, 

S-bject replied that he took all those elements into account and 
he could assure Source that as soon as he discovered that his concept 
was wrong and deprived of "realistics" he will have enough courage 
to draw all the conclusions even with most tragic consequences for 
Jim personally. 

i'o source's remark that we already had had enough heroes in our 
history and needed instead "living people" who would ( howsver, know v/hat they 
were doing and realistically appraided their chances and the situation 
in which they found themselves, Subject replied that he was sure 
his policy will bring necessary results because even the recent 
Congress of the Union of Writers of Ukraine was indicating in "t. is 
direction 1 '. Subject referred in particular to the speech by NOVYCHENKO 
and SHELEST. The fact that NOVYCHENKO - an opportunist but otherwise very 
intelligent, educated, and bright man - turned completelyj^r&a his 
previous line and fully com itted himself to the new course of ttkrainization 
was even more significant tha# Honchar' e speech. 

Another indication in this respect was "disappearance" of TSMOKALEIiKO • 

The latter Was no longer chief editor and ZOB was in charge of editorial 
affairs. 

To Source's com. .eat that there was not mufficient substance in 
liia argumentation and examples , particularly in view of other 

developments in the Ukraine, and that on the whole this was not 

sufficient to garantee him that he wernH finish even more atupidely 

than did SKRYPNIK or KHVYLOVYi , Subject replied that he had chances 

and he was sure of therto af least finish like a. Bazhan or Rylsky. 


•« vJ v. t ‘1 
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To Source's comment that Prolog and emigration in general 

are ready to help ''the evolutionary politics in the Ukraine" arid would 

to 

welcome suggestions how^do it most ef iectively,frora Subject and his ^like, 
the lat er did not reply. Then Source mentioned that as a matter of 
fact subject and his friend were being helped now during their sojourn 
in tee States, Subject asked whether he w..s to understand it as an 
assertion that also their performances at American universities were 
arranged by Prolog, Soarce replied that not by Pro og alone but by 
emigration as a whole. Subject did not com ent, emd Source added that 
tais w^agoiug on while the people from the Mission were not only 
refraining from any re 11 help but to Source’s knowledge e/en tried to 
put obstacles to Subject's and Pavlychho's doings, 

4, Asked about the status of Ukrainian nation from a sociological 
angle , Subject said that /^Hinga were far Mftily from what he would wish 
them to be, but there definitely was jk progress and "we were advancing". 

Of course, one had to build almost everything from t# scrap 9 the 
Ukraini an. ^ people are in need of great sttgth toecause present intellectual 
and political forces are not sufficient to cope with all the tasks 
and "national work", b-. t today ,on the other hand, " Ukrainian! sm" was 
not restricted to literary and cultural field but was also in 
politico, industry, cybernetics etc. This was very Important because 
it meant that Ukrainian people were a fully developed nation. 

And Ukrainian potential was growing. This is one of the factors that 
makes Subject sure that only on the way of this growth , the Ukrainian 
aspirations will be finallj fulfilled, and anything that would interfere 
with this evolutionary process would only hurt it, 

Ad 1 -' u ‘ /O ft 

.deferring to the problem of. Ukrainian language in^citles, 
subject .aid that intellectual top echelons s rad lower stratum 
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0. Asked about DOVBAS , Subject confirmed that he knew about 
her trouble and pronounced her name as DO ’/HAN. At one time she was 
employed with "Moled Ukrainy" , was a nice girl , but. want to 

elaborate. He also confirmed that Docent SHESTODAL was in trouble and 
hie Ukrainian c&l Leagues were responsible for that. Who? He did not 
know, probably some man like SUJiBIV /?/ but he could not remember this 
name either. Anyway t he was sure that now after the CongX'ess of 
Writers of Ukraine , SHSSTaFAL will be reinstated in his position at the 
universi ty. 

7 . At one point Subject said that he was still not sure as too 
whether Prolb g was not connected with American Intelligence. Source 
pointed out to what He said before, Then added that apart from all that 
why Subject had such a grudge against American Intelligence or rather 
what was its record from Ukrainian point of view in comparison with 
the horrible record of the NFVD-MVD-KGB? Subject replied that obviously 
the 'KGB had done ouch harm to Ukrainian people. 

S. Reproached for his assertion about K.RAVANSKYI *S collaboration 
with .Gestapo at the poetry reading at the Overseas Club, Subject 
replied tnat he w.Asjshnwn various documents by the KGB and he had no 
reason, not to believe them. Asked whether he was aware of the fact that 
the ."OB coulu forge anything they needed, Subject said that of coursr 
he knew about it. As to the fact that KARAVANSKYI w«s in Odes; a under 
Rumanian occupation , Subject com ented that he couldn't car* less 
whether it w< c Per; to o or Sjflurang'a , finaliy the latter collaborated 
with the former very closely. 

9. After Roasj left Subject wanted to leave shortly after him but 
then decided to stay. Source pointed out at the necessity of co-operation, 
and synchronization of activities between the emigration and the people 
like Subject in the Ukraine for the purpose of helping their efforts 
in the Ukraine. It w<.o Subject's and others' duty to give the emigration 
not only their wishes and oemands but also to inform it about all 
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the important developments in the Ukraine and indicate directly or 

indirectly v/hat, how, when , and for should be done 

abroad, source mentioned that in this respect Ukrainians were lagging 

far behind Russians, Poles, and other nationalities who achieved almost 

a perfection by now. Stressing the importance of such contacts Source 

also mentioned the Document about the Library Arson which compelled 

Kiev to m take A of: ifial stand on it, the publication of Ukrainian 

Encyclopedia which forced Kie* to publish its own ‘..ncyclopedia , recent 

arrests etc. .deferring to the latter Source said that it was 

Subject's duty to help his coll. agues by giving all the necessary 

mu terltai^ lo 6 people abroad, what he &¥ and hie friends in Kiev should have 

done a long* time a^o* Developing this point source told Subject that he 

* anonymous 

should , for instance f leave here even some sort of axj* appeal on the part 
of bin colleagues in the Ukraine which' could be published in the future if 
necessary, leave his poetry which cannot be published in the Ukraine, 
tell ho vu and who should be attacked in Kiev to help him and hi a colleagues 
etc. In brief, he should properly use his sojourn in He w York for 
cora , on cause and even for his ovm sake, thinking not only about the 
present but the future as well* Also it was mandatory that in 

8**8t&«rot«fe* «i Ht fte B 6iJkil a *!id a eas , Sti8^: ral “' Kii “ s “ nd s * Mhr °- 

Subject's reply was the foi ..owing} 

He cannot enter into any collusion with emigration, or to 
be more precise -with Prolog^ because this would only jeopardise his 
position and his chances to achieve what he wanted in Kiev. U» committed 
himself fully to his friends in the party and - adued - HUB as well , 
because he was sure that only in alliance with them he could reach hie 
goal. Therefore he was not going to take any J r¥i^S6b whosoever. 

He was not going to tell subject who his friends in the party and the KB 

are and he was not going to tell him any other things for that purpose, 
i'.nd above all, he wants to be primarily a poet and get rid of his 
political involvements as soon as he will be able to afford it. 

Subject’ was aware of the fact that the enemies of his 
people were going to use him. T iis is nothing new to him but at the 
same time he knows that they - in Moscow and Kiev - need „him as well. 
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He knows his prise and is going to play all hia cards as effectively 
as possible and da is sure be has good ch&ncea to win, boo. 

But for the same reason he cannot , jeopardize in any way these chanoes. 

It was not true as Source^&aaaated that he did not do enough 
to help the ha com on cause Anl hia imprisoned friends in particular. 

The whole year he suffered no less than those who were sentenced. 

Laet year was for him a year of painful experience and hard decisions, 
lie can only say one thing I even his confirmation of the arre.-ta at the 
Club in New York had to be fought out, it did. not couie from itself, 
and did not come easily. Particularly that part about the request of their 
release. What hap. ened at the Congress of Union of Writers of Ukraine 

It, tko f ^ 

was also not to only,, DZIUBA *6 and his ^tlike CJWrtfcLt but primarily 
it v..s Subject's and his friends' job. Of course, things we re very 
complex arid many factors were involved but he could only reiterate what 
he had said before namely that the outcome of the Cungres of Writers was 

quite reassaring fox him. 


On the other hand he does not want to say by the .^the new 
ccprse of Ukrainization announced at the Congress wll?. be easily 
implemented . There will be strong protest and powerful neutralization 
forces of Hussian chauvinists and their Kussified supporters. 

Many things will continue by inertion. It 's a fact that wuen SHELEST 
told university lecturers to lecture in Ukrainian there were many 
among them who ..retested against it. But trie is the chance that of which 
fcmld be taken advantage to the utmost. And there is no other way. 

SilELES'/ls a good man and Subject pins strong hopes on him. 

He is a somewhat simple, Kozak- like individual. SHCHERBYTSKYI is much 
more sophisticated , an intellectual, but definitely not stronger in his 
Ukrainian feelings than SHELEST. Subject would rather think SHELEST'S 
Ukrainian sentiments were stronger. 
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9, in fax- as Subject is aware of, there have been two trials 
in Lvov. l‘he one he was present at , took place in February ot April 
1966. The ce fondants were two HORYNS, ZVARYCHJ2VSKA, OSALGHYX , ana 
hAdlUXivO. Subject knew /ell HGRYN Bftdaa who w s hie friend. 
ijLLTfJ- SC JA w o tried in 1 v.uno f r anki vek , at about the same time j 
February — April 196b. 

In Kiev were tried HRYN who had been in the meantime released . 
and fuJLN.ST JQVA. 

.■! tr:< al w s also in Oi'ESdA , Subject claimed not to knww who were 
the defendants, ns to Kharkov , there probably was no one tried. 


iioxune LM1SHKEVYCI was involved in trials, how? for handing away 
the books. 

There iic'-f. demonstrations In Lvov but not x.v massive as 
Pro .og had claimed in their auiouncecemento. 

dONOUAR and others from the Union of Writers of Ukraine 


protested against the arrests ox- l-ather wanted to have explanations. 


; V o ■ - 1 l a cia \ r ; re kilo wh 

various 

documents proving 

i;ho c.i 

1 lui .g)i 

ir r 3 • >po n 3ibi 11 lj of t He 

*?. r . 0 1 0 

wi • oUOjO w v< J. 0 <a . 0 n ££ 

thOGC! 

vVjklO 

d.^/.r.-od ♦•.n oxnli.nauiou 

too arid 

had uch trouble b 

r-C - ..U 

i 1 . hat * 


A W 


.:ier 


La: v/ ci no prov /cation. Host of tr.o ..ur a ted had behaved in such 


< hat there was no need for provocation. 

' "'I'MTLEi'y ..--..r not sentenced, he wh/ at ill uxr^r ..xaf 1. ixu 
• 1 reiaaxed. xs for as bubject »-.s aware of he w. & Kept afi 


the 


t i..i6 in Kiev. 


Luring and alter the arrests the situation in Kiev and in the 
Ukraine in gneral was very bad. There w - s no proof that a new 
wave of terror like that of 1937 woull^start. Moreover that 
the involved in arrests were warned Ip. advance to stop their 
activities and some people were going to use it against them 
"additionally" . 
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10. ZAHREBELNY Pavlo was a friend of Subject. When Subject 

t 

was expelled from university for his participation in a demonstration, 
he gave him a job and helped otherwise* ZAHREBELNY was among those who 
demanded explanations about the arrests. 

11. Neither Lina KOSTENKO nop DZIUBA Ivan were authors of 
the letter against Subject attacking him for his article agiinst 
KRAVTSIV Bohdan. Subject did not want to name him but it was obvious he 
mea§£/jover£tiuk. Subject assured that he would take no steps to cause 
any harm to the author of the letter. 

Subject realized that the KGB and "others" succeeded in dividing 
/ the young group in the Ukraine. Horyns went to Siberia, he himslef And 
Pavlychko to New York, and Lina Kostenko and Dziuba were officially 
ostracized in Kiev. But he hoped that finally Lina and Dziuba will 
understand him and all will turn out all right. Subject did not 
approve wholeheartedly of their attiti.de but finally it was their 
business. He himself was not going to ffcllow their suit. As he mentioned 
before onj-y in alliance with those in power he wiuld he able to 
promote Ukrainian affairs. 

Subject stressed very emphatically the fact that it was not Dziuba or 
Kostemko who had wiittei the letter against him . He read Lhe treatise 
by Dziuba and thought it was good . It also probably helped in inducing 
lAtest cnangea in te Ukraine fur the better. He did not, however, have this 
book here. 

12. The uproar abroad about SVITLYCiiNY had definitely helped 
to get him out og prison. Subject had also nothing against some 
derogatory remarks about himself in the latest commentary of Prolog on 
his performance at the Overseas Club. "Of course, it will help me". 
Moreover that he was not sure whether things would not change after his 
return to Kiev. Anyway , he was prepared fur everything. Even for 

the case he might also one day land in prison. But thii^Eot chakge 
his determination to follow "the lately chosen way". 
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13. According to Subject there was no one at the Ukrainian 
Mission in New York one could talk to* With a move of his head 
Subject indicated that both CKERNIAYSKY and KOCHUBEY were no 

good. Then Subject mentioned that he had met them here for the first 
time. 

14. Subject wanted to know ttether he was right in understanding 
that Source's attitude to PAVLYCHKO was "acid" and whether it was because 
of the lai. ers'a sins in the past# Souroe confirmed it and Subject 
commented that still PAVLYCHKO was a good boy. 

Source replied that PAVLYCHKO had no reason to complain about the 
treatment he is getting abroad and it is hoped he will draw proper 
conclusions from it. In other words he won't repeat his sins from 
the past. Subject did not comment. 

13* To Source fe suggestion he would like to talk with him 
again tete-a-tete , Subject replied that he was not going to tell 
him anything more. ( incidentally, most of the factual information 
hau to be literally dragged out of him.) 

When asked what authors Subject was reading in New York he did n ,t name 
them. .Replying to individual questions Subject said that he did not 
read Halaichuk, i’etlura, Lypynsky, Starosoloky and many others. 

A; Heed whther he would like to get acquainted with thw^Subjeet replied, 
th&t indeed he would like to read some socio-po lit leal authors. 

He would appreciate for bringing hlh some books when he meets with 
Source again. Eventually, Subject could leave books with Oryshka or 
Ross. " By the way do you know Oryshka ? " - he asked. 

Source promised to bring him some books and Subject thought they should 
meet ggain despite his very tight schedule. 

Subject mentioned that he was reading " a lot" in the library 
"mainly Lysty Do Pry j ate 11 V and Suchasnist " , the two magazines that 
interested him very much. 

w 

ft- 



-14- 


16. When parting Subject said that he had not read Source’s 
book as yet"but now I will have to read it"* 

17. BILODID Ivan w s suggested by Subject as one of those 
who should be attacked by"abroad". As to SKABA - he was not sure. 

He personally disliked SKABA and knew him ae"a canaille " but some of his 
friends in Kiev told him that actually SKABA was all right. 

18 . Subject stressed twice that his trip to New York he mainly 
owed to SHELEST. 


19. Asked whose idea was it to send a Russian speaking 
“Ukrainian writer" by the name Ivan HAYDAYENKG as head of Soviet Ukrainian 
visitors to Canada in Nov 19 66 and thus to make an obious"af front" 
to Ukrainians, Subject replied that he did not know who organized this 
group . HAYDAYENKO himself was not a bad man but obviously was 
used by the initiators of the trip whoever they were. " So - he 
concluded - just araw your own conclusions". 



